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Terms
Internet Provider: The commercial service used to establish a connection to the Internet. Examples of a service provider are America Online, Sprint, ATT, MSN, Road Runner, etc.
Internet Browser: The software used to manipulate information on the Internet. The four major browsers in use are Chrome (the Google product), Mozilla Firefox (the successor to Netscape), Safari (the Apple product) and Edge (the Microsoft product). Each type of browser will give you access to the same group of search engines, which is the main thing you will care about. 
Firefox has one feature that other browsers lack: it can report to you the last revision date of a Web page (select “Page Info” from the top “Tools” menu to access this function). I teach debaters that a Web page may be dated from the last revision date if no other date is shown on the page; Internet Explorer, Chrome and Safari offer no way to know this date. 
The “Wayback Machine” offers another option for discovering the dates that a website was first created and last revised. The Wayback Machine archives Internet sites, and is available at https://web.archive.org/. The procedure here is as follows: (1) Copy the URL of the website for which you need the date; (2) Go to the webpage for the Wayback Machine; (3) Paste the URL of the desired website into the search box of the Wayback Machine. For almost all website, the Wayback Machine will then report the time the website was created and the last time it was revised.
URL: This stands for Uniform Resource Locator. It is the http://www.baylor.edu etc. 
Internet Search Engine: The software used to search for information on the Internet. You will use the same group of search engines, regardless of which browser (Explorer, Firefox, Chrome, or Safari) you may be using. Examples of search engines are Google, Bing, Teoma, Yahoo, Excite, and LookSmart. My personal favorites are Google and Bing.
Metasearch Engines: These are Internet search engines which will submit your search to other search engines. While there were once many metasearch engines, the only major ones remaining are Dogpile and Webcrawler. The metasearch engines advertise that they are superior to any one search engine since they will report results from multiple search engines. While this is useful for some purposes, it is not the best means to conduct debate research. The metasearch engine sends a simple search request to other search engines, meaning that you are foregoing the opportunity to use the “advanced search” function that almost all major search engines make available to you. This means that you often are losing the capability to do exact phrase searching, limitation by date, limitation by domain, or limitation by file type. It is also often true that you will receive fewer hits from each of the major search engines than if you were to issue the search directly within that search engine. 
Domain: Each web page on the Internet will have a closing three letter code such as “.com,” “.edu,” “.gov,” “.net,” etc. The domain tells you something about the origin of the web page. In most instances, the “edu” domain means the web page is housed in or provided by a college or university. The “gov” domain means the web page is maintained by a federal, state, or local government. The “com” and “net” domains usually mean a commercial enterprise. Most of the major search engines (in the advanced search options) allow the debater to limit a search to particular domains.
PDF: This stands for “portable document file” and indicates that a document is being made available in a format which will look just like an original document in print (complete with page numbers). PDF files are designed to be viewed and/or printed in Adobe Acrobat Reader (available free for download from the Internet). The advantage for the debater is that information gathered from a PDF file can be cited at a particular page number (the same page number it would have as if you had access to the original printed document). Almost all congressional hearings (starting with the 105th and 106th Congresses) are available in PDF format. This not only means that you can download a hearing which will be identical to the printed one, but it also means that you have almost immediate access to a hearing once it has been held. PDF files also carry the advantage that they generally are made available from well-established sources on the Internet. Again, however, the software necessary to “read” PDF documents is available free on the Internet. You will know that a document for download is available in PDF format if the Internet URL ends in “.pdf”. Most of the major search engines allow you to search for only those Web pages which make available a PDF download.
HTML: This stands for “hypertext markup language” and is the code used for creating web pages. You don’t really need to be an HTML programmer to be able to write a web page since numerous programs can create the code for you from simple-to-operate menu choices. If you want to view the HTML code used to construct a web page you can do so by selecting the top menu choice for “View” (In either Firefox or Chrome) and coming down to the choice for “Developer Tools.” By selecting “View Source” under “Developer Tools” you will see displayed the native HTML code which creates the Web page. 
ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE
Debaters can now explore the potential of artificial intelligence to assist with debate research and the construction of cases, by creating an account at https://chat.chatbotapp.ai/landing/register 
As explained in a recent CBNC article written by Ryan Browne, entitled “All you need to know about ChatGPT, the A.I. chatbot that’s got the world talking and tech giants clashing,” offered the following description: “ChatGPT is an AI chatbot developed by San Francisco-based startup OpenAI. OpenAI was co-founded in 2015 by Elon Musk and Sam Altman and is backed by well-known investors – most notably Microsoft. It is one of several examples of generative AI. These are tools that allow users to enter written prompts and receive new human-like text or images and videos generated by the AI” (https://www.cnbc.com/2023/02/08/what-is-chatgpt-viral-ai-chatbot-at-heart-of-microsoft-google-fight.html).
While generative AI is impressive in its ability to produce essays on any topic, debaters should not accept, without checking, the accuracy of statistics and source citations provided – elements that are essential to ethical debating. When generative AI programs produce supporting evidence, they paraphrase the original – a practice that is not acceptable as evidence in any competitive debate context. Debaters should NEVER present quotations or even citations from an AI source without personally visiting the online original source. This process allows the debater to certify that the AI-generated source actually exists and that any evidence presented can be verified as a direct quotation. Debaters should also be aware that some tournament rules prohibit use of generative AI sites during debate rounds.
Maximizing the Use of the Search Engine
Why use a search engine? This is the only way to find material on the Internet unless you already know the URL you are looking for. The problem is that you must know the URL precisely; close will not be good enough. In the early days of the Internet folks used to use printed resources such as Internet Yellow Pages. But now there are simply too many pages for these types of publications to be useful. Google and Bing, for example, index about 30 trillion Internet pages. 
Procedures for effective searching:
What about capitalization? For Internet search engines capitalization no longer matters. Searching for “NATIONAL HEALTH INSURANCE” will produce the same results as “National Health Insurance” or “national health insurance.”
What about quotation marks? Use quotation marks whenever you want the search engine to look for words together as a phrase (assuming you are using a search engine that enables exact phrase searching). If you search for national health insurance (without the quotation marks), the search engine will look for web pages containing the word “national” and “health” and “insurance” but it will not require that the words be next to each other. By putting quotation marks around “national health insurance” you are requesting only those pages containing the whole phrase. There is no need to put quotation marks around a single word. 
How can one limit a search to a particular domain? The best Internet search engines have an “advanced search” or “power search” capability. One of the options in the advanced search engine is the capability to limit by domain. Limited your search to the .gov domain will, for example, provide an efficient means of finding government publications on the desired search. To access Google’s advanced search engine, simple place the words “advanced search” in the Google search box.
How can one search for a particular URL (you know part but not all of the URL)? Many of the advanced search engines provide the capability to enter a search term and then to indicate whether you wish to make this search apply to “title only,” “full-text,” or URL. You would, of course, select the URL option.
How does the search engine rank the web pages it reports? This is a somewhat controversial issue. Some search engines receive payment from internet advertisers for the privilege of having their pages reported early in the search list. Most search engines, though, report the web pages in order of the greater number of occurrences of the term. Google’s patented PageRank system factors in not only the proximity of the terms but the number of times other users have accessed the web pages. 
Quality of Evidence on the Internet
Setting rigid standards will be essential: The Internet makes available web pages from fourth grade students right alongside those from world-class experts. Just as in the print medium, one must make a distinction between the New York Times and the Weekly World News. Since most debate research is squad-based, meaning it is shared by many students, it is essential that there be agreement on minimum standards for the types of web pages which may be used for debate research. Following are some recommended standards:
NO use of web pages which come from discussion groups or chat rooms.
NO use of evidence from comments posted on blogs.
NO use of web pages where the author’s qualifications are unknown.
NO use of web pages where the author is a student in grade school, high school, or college.
NO use of web pages from hate groups or from unidentified organizations.
NO use of web pages which are undated or for which a “last revision date” is unavailable.
Prefer web pages sponsored by one of the following groups:
A government institution
A major educational institution
A recognized “think tank” (RAND, Brookings Institution, Heritage Foundation, CATO Institute, Hudson Institute, etc.)
A reputable journalistic organization (CNN, New York Times, Christian Science Monitor, etc.)
Using the URL to sort out author qualifications: Consider the following example. You enter “John Rawls” and “social safety net” in a Google search. You have a web page returned to you entitled “Notes on ‘A Theory of Justice.’” The web page contains some information which you find useful, but you have no information about the author other than just the name Chilton. You notice from the URL that the web page comes from an “edu” domain associated with something called d.umn, but you don’t know what school this is, and you don’t know whether the author is a professor or an undergraduate student. The URL is http://www.d.umn.edu/~schilton/3652/Readings/3652.Rawls.ATheoryOfJustice.html. Take apart the URL to discover more about the author. Click with your mouse up in the URL line and eliminate all of the end of the URL back to schilton, then return. See if you can find more information about the author. If the URL comes from an educational institution with which you are unfamiliar, eliminate all of the end of the URL back to the part which ends in “edu” then hit return. By clicking the button on his web page for “Vita” you can discover information about his background. You find that the author of the web page is Stephen Chilton, Associate Professor of Political Science at the University of Minnesota, Duluth, who earned his Ph.D. from MIT — a good source. But some additional work was needed to determine the qualification. IT IS ESSENTIAL THAT YOU FIND THE PERSON OR GROUP RESPONSIBLE FOR AUTHORING THE WEB PAGE. It is NEVER a sufficient qualification that you found it on the Internet.
How to find the date. Some web pages will have the date prominently displayed at the top of the web page. Whenever you have this type of date listed, it should be used rather than the last revision date of the web page. Often, however, there is no date on the web page. In most cases you can find the date by pasting the URL into the Wayback Machine at https://web.archive.org/. The Wayback Machine will report the date that the web page was created and the date of its last revision.
How to prepare debate citations from the Internet. Example:
James Elsey, (Professor of Surgery at the Medical University of South Carolina), Feb. 5, 2025, U.S. Healthcare System Is in Crisis. American College of Surgeons. Retrieved Jan. 29, 2026 from https://www.facs.org/for-medical-professionals/news-publications/news-and-arti-cles/bulletin/2025/february-2025-volume-110-issue-2/us-health-care-system-is-in-crisis/ 
This is the citation standard required by the National Speech and Debate Association (NSDA), which follows a modified version of the Style Manual of the Modern Language Association (MLA). Authors must be listed if present. Qualifications must be given. The date of the web page must be given. The name of the web page should be presented. At the end of the citation, indicate that it was gathered online and that the online source was an Internet URL (as opposed to Lexis/Nexis, Dialogue, etc.). The final date is the date that you accessed the Internet material. 
Carding Evidence
ADVANTAGES OF ON-DISK EVIDENCE AND BRIEF PREPARATION
Minimize Printing: In the age of the information explosion, it is simply not feasible for debaters to print out a hard copy of everything they think they might need to read. The two major impediments are expense and time. It is expensive (in printer cartridges) for a debate squad to print out all of the materials that active researchers need. It is also time consuming to print big chunks of material; computer labs typically have many computers but a single printer. The printer becomes the bottle neck. The overuse of printing is also environmentally irresponsible. Debaters chunk huge volumes of paper, often printing out a two-hundred page law review article in order to extract two or three cards. This means that hundreds of pages per day of printed or photocopied materials are simply discarded.
More Usable Briefs: Word processed briefs are easier to read (no illegible hand-written tags, no red or blue ink which refuses to photocopy), and they contain much more evidence per page. This ends up saving a squad large amounts of money in photocopy cost. In fact, members of a large squad can simply distribute new positions via disk and have each squad member print out their briefs on their own printer. This dramatically reduces squad photocopy costs. If briefs are to be word processed, it simply makes sense to collect the evidence on-disk. Otherwise, the debater has to re-type the evidence which exists in hard copy.
Sorting is Easy: The old way for debaters to construct arguments (a hegemony disadvantage, for example) is to create piles on a table-top of evidence which is sorted into different parts of the argument. Inevitably, as the argument is being constructed, there are numerous times when the debater thinks, “I know I have that piece of evidence that says . . . but WHERE IS IT?” When evidence is collected, sorted, and filed on-disk, that doesn’t happen. If the evidence isn’t found in the right category, the debater simply uses the word processor’s “find” function to search for the word or phrase. The card is located in seconds. When evidence is prepared on-disk, the debater can simply use the sorting function of the word processor to put the evidence in order.
HOW DOES ONE CARD EVIDENCE ONLINE?
Have Your Word Processor and Internet Browser Both Open at the Same Time: There was a time when computers simply didn’t have enough RAM (current memory) to have two large programs open at once. Almost all current generation computers have plenty of memory to make this possible. Simply open the first program, then minimize the window (minimize button is in the top right corner) and start up the other program. If you are on a PC, switch back and forth between the two programs by clicking the desired program on the start-bar. On the Macintosh, you can switch between programs by using the icon in the top right hand corner of your screen. An alternative method for switching is to overlap the window just a bit so that a corner of both can be seen. When you desire to switch, just click with the mouse on the other window to make that program active.
Steps for On-Disk Carding of Evidence:
Text-Saving Method: 
1. Locate the Internet site from which the evidence will come.
2. Construct the evidence citation on the word processor in accordance with UIL and NSDA rules.
3. Highlight the portion of the text from the web page which will makeup the text of the card. Copy the text into memory (on the PC, this is Cntrl-C; on the Macintosh it is Apple-C).
4. Switch to the word processor and paste in the text just below the evidence citation. (On the PC, this is Cntrl-V; on the Macintosh it is Apple-V)
5. Eliminate unwanted carrier returns in one of two ways: (a) click at the beginning of each line and backspace, or (b) use the word processor’s search and replace function to eliminate all paragraph breaks.
6. Continue pasting cards into the word processor until you have taken all of the desired cards from the web page. Then copy and paste as many evidence citation tops as needed to match each of the cards.
SORTING EVIDENCE ON THE COMPUTER
Design a filing scheme which will allow addition of categories. 
Once filed and sorted, your on-disk evidence file functions just like the “piles of cards” on the table. You use the index to see where the cards are which will support the part of the argument you are putting together, then use the search function on the word processor to find the cards, by searching for R301, for example. Read the cards which are filed there, and select the card or cards you want to insert in the brief. Then cut and paste them.
Suggestions for Online Policy Debate Research
Finding Definitions of Terms:
www.OneLook.com: Access to more than one thousand dictionaries is available through www.onelook.com. 
http://dictionary.reference.com/: This Web resources says that it is “the world’s largest and most authoritative free online dictionary and mobile reference resource.”
http://www.yourdictionary.com/ 
http://oxforddictionaries.com/ 
http://www.etymonline.com/ 
Newspaper & Journal Articles:
Google News: Google news gives you access to otherwise hard to find news articles on the Arctic. The normal news database is limited to the past 30 days, but you can access the Google News Archive at http://news.google.com/newspapers for older articles.
FindArticles: This article search site is maintained by CBS News, available at https://www.findarticles.com/ 
Library of Congress Online Reading Room. From this Web site, the debater can find links to hundreds of online newspapers and journals. http://www.loc.gov/rr/news/lists.html
The Write News. This site provides links to all major newspapers maintaining online services. http://writenews.com/newslinks/
Research Think Tanks: 
American Enterprise Institute: “The American Enterprise Institute for Public Policy Research is dedicated to preserving and strengthening the foundations of freedom—limited government, private enterprise, vital cultural and political institutions, and a strong foreign policy and national defense—through scholarly research, open debate, and publications. Founded in 1943 and located in Washington, D.C., AEI is one of America's largest and most respected think tanks.” http://www.aei.org/library.htm
Brookings Institution: “In its research, The Brookings Institution functions as an independent analyst and critic, committed to publishing its findings for the information of the public. In its conferences and activities, it serves as a bridge between scholarship and public policy, bringing new knowledge to the attention of decisionmakers and affording scholars a better insight into public policy issues. The Institution traces its beginnings to 1916 with the founding of the Institute for Government Research, the first private organization devoted to public policy issues at the national level. In 1922 and 1924, the Institute was joined by two supporting sister organizations, the Institute of Economics and the Robert Brookings Graduate School. In 1927, these three groups were consolidated into one institution, named in honor of Robert Somers Brookings (1850-1932), a St. Louis businessman whose leadership shaped the earlier organizations.” https://www.brookings.edu/ 
CATO Institute: “The Cato Institute was founded in 1977 by Edward H. Crane. It is a non-profit public policy research foundation headquartered in Washington, D.C. The Institute is named for Cato's Letters, a series of libertarian pamphlets that helped lay the philosophical foundation for the American Revolution. The Cato Institute seeks to broaden the parameters of public policy debate to allow consideration of the traditional American principles of limited government, individual liberty, free markets and peace. Toward that goal, the Institute strives to achieve greater involvement of the intelligent, concerned lay public in questions of policy and the proper role of government.” www.cato.org 
Heritage Foundation. “Founded in 1973, The Heritage Foundation is a research and educational institute — a think tank — whose mission is to formulate and promote conservative public policies based on the principles of free enterprise, limited government, individual freedom, traditional American values, and a strong national defense.” http://www.heritage.org/
Hudson Institute: “In Hudson Institute’s policy recommendations, articles, books, conferences, and contributions to the electronic media, we share optimism about the future and a willingness to question conventional wisdom. We demonstrate commitment to free markets and individual responsibility, confidence in the power of technology to assist progress, respect for the importance of culture and religion in human affairs, and determination to preserve America’s national security.” http://www.hudson.org/
RAND Corporation: “RAND (a contraction of the term research and development) is the first organization to be called a "think tank." We earned this distinction soon after we were created in 1946 by our original client, the U.S. Air Force (then the Army Air Forces). Some of our early work involved aircraft, rockets, and satellites. In the 1960s we even helped develop the technology you're using to view this web site. Today, RAND's work is exceptionally diverse. We now assist all branches of the U.S. military community, and we apply our expertise to social and international issues as well.” http://www.rand.org/
Law Reviews: 
University Law Review Project. http://www.lawreview.org/
LawTechnologyToday.org. This site provides links to hundreds of law reviews many of which make their archives available online. http://www.lawtechnologytoday.org/free-full-text-online-law-review-journal-search/ 
Top National Health Insurance Topic Web Sites for Policy Debaters
American Action Forum (AAF): https://www.americanactionforum.org/ 
This group outlines its purpose and institutional background as follows: “The American Action Forum (AAF), led by former Director of the Congressional Budget Office Douglas Holtz-Eakin, proudly leads the center-right on domestic economic and fiscal policy issues. It combines timely analysis and modern communications strategies to promote innovative, free-market solutions to build a stronger, more prosperous future.” The organization’s Research tab provides debaters with access to policy commentary, including articles such as “When America Copies Instead of Leads” and “Finally, a Drug Policy Focused on Competition.”
American Enterprise Institute (AEI): https://www.aei.org/ 
On its website, the American Enterprise Institute characterizes itself as “a public policy think tank dedicated to defending human dignity, expanding human potential, and building a freer and safer world. The work of our scholars and staff advances ideas rooted in our belief in democracy, free enterprise, American strength and global leadership, solidarity with those at the periphery of our society, and a pluralistic, entrepreneurial culture.” Health care–related materials can be found by navigating to Health Care under the Our Work tab, where debaters will encounter articles such as “Health Care Subsidies Are a Political Shortcut, Not a Lasting Policy Solution” and “How AI Will Help Solve Medicine’s Productivity Challenges.”
American Health Insurance Plans (AHIP): https://www.ahip.org/ 
American Health Insurance Plans functions as the national trade association for the health insurance industry. The organization explains that “AHIP’s members provide health care coverage, services and solutions to more than 200 million Americans. We are committed to market-based solutions and public-private partnerships that make high-quality coverage and care more affordable, accessible and equitable for everyone.” Relevant policy commentary appears under the News tab, including pieces such as “Making Health Care More Affordable for Americans” and “Don’t Let Health Care Tax Credits Expire: What’s at Stake for Millions.”
Americans for Tax Reform (ATR): https://atr.org/ 
This group “believes in a system in which taxes are simpler, flatter, more visible, and lower than they are today. The government’s power to control one’s life derives from its power to tax. We believe that power should be minimized.” By selecting Healthcare under the Policy Areas tab, the debater can access articles such as “Vote NO on H.R. 1834, Three-Year Expansion of Fraud-Ridden ACA Subsidies” and “One Big, Beautiful Victory for Health Savings Accounts.”
Cato Institute: https://www.cato.org/ 
This libertarian think tank declares its mission as “to keep the principles, ideas, and moral case for liberty alive for future generations while moving public policy in the direction of individual liberty, limited government, free markets, and peace.” Debaters researching health policy can locate relevant materials by searching “healthcare” on the site, which yields recent analyses such as “Improving Health Care: Affordability, Access, and Innovation” and “U.S. Health Care: The Free-market Myth.”
Center for American Progress: https://www.americanprogress.org/ 
This think tank identifies itself as “an independent, nonpartisan policy institute that is dedicated to improving the lives of all Americans through bold, progressive ideas, as well as strong leadership and concerted action. Our aim is not just to change the conversation, but to change the country.” The Center’s health policy research is housed under the Issues section of the website, where debaters can find extensive critiques of recent federal health care policy, including articles such as “Health Insurance Premium Costs Will More Than Double for Millions of Americans Unless Congress Acts” and “$1 Trillion in Medicaid Cuts – $1 Trillion in Tax Giveaways for the Richest 1 Percent: The One Big ‘Beautiful’ Bill’s Budget Math.”
Coalition to Strengthen America’s Healthcare: https://strengthenhealthcare.org/ 
The Coalition to Strengthen America’s Healthcare describes itself as “a community of 2.8 million grassroots advocates who recognize that hospitals and health systems are the heart of providing 24/7, life-saving healthcare for all Americans. We make it clear that Washington needs to strengthen and protect access to 24/7 patient care – not let special interests put patient care at risk.” Advocacy statements and commentary related to health care policy are available through the Media section of the site, with examples including “Scapegoating Hospitals Won’t Solve Healthcare Costs” and “More Healthcare Cuts Will Devastate Communities Across the Country.”
Committee for a Responsible Federal Budget: https://www.crfb.org/ 
This group focuses on fiscal sustainability and states that it is committed “to educating the public on issues with significant fiscal policy impact. Our bipartisan leadership comprises some of the nation’s leading budget experts, including many past heads of the House and Senate Budget Committees, the Congressional Budget Office, the Office of Management and Budget, and the Government Accountability Office.” In the context of health care, the organization emphasizes the budgetary implications of rising costs, publishing analyses such as “Supporting Price Transparency to Reduce Health Care Costs,” “New Data Suggests MA Overpayments of $1.2 Trillion Over the Next Decade,” and “What Would a Fiscal Crisis Look Like?”
Common Dreams: https://www.commondreams.org/ 
Common Dreams characterizes itself as an “independent news outlet created as a new model for media . . . that keeps millions of readers informed, engaged, and motivated. We are optimists. We believe meaningful change is possible – but only when well-informed, well-intentioned, and determined people demand it. Together, we believe we can achieve our common dreams. We share our readers’ progressive commitments to social justice, human rights, equality, and peace.” Health care commentary appears primarily under the Opinion tab and includes recent pieces such as: “It’s Obvious the US Healthcare System Isn’t Working, So Why Not Try Medicare for All?;” “State-level single payer a good step toward Medicare for All;” and “Trump’s health plan is doomed to fail – We need Medicare for All.”
Commonwealth Fund: https://www.commonwealthfund.org/ 
The Commonwealth Fund states that its mission is “to promote a high-performing, equitable health care system that achieves better access, improved quality, and greater efficiency, particularly for society’s most vulnerable, including people of color, people with low income, and those who are uninsured. The Fund carries out this mandate by supporting independent research on health care issues and making grants to improve health care practice and policy.” Research and policy analysis can be found by navigating the Topics section of the website, where debaters may consult articles such as “Paying for It: How Health Care Costs and Medical Debt Are Making Americans Sicker and Poorer,” “Affordability Concerns Are Driving States to Curb Hospital Prices,” and “Rethinking Prior Authorization in Medicare Advantage.”
Conservative Political Action Conference (CPAC): https://www.cpac.org/ 
The Conservative Political Action Conference explains that “CPAC is the nation’s oldest conservative grassroots organization and seeks to preserve and protect the values of life, liberty, and property for every American.” Health policy materials are accessible through the site’s search function by entering the term “healthcare,” leading to articles such as “A New Health Care Initiative, and Old Problem: Unchecked Hospital Costs” and “Health Insurance Is Broken – Let the Market Fix It.”
Families USA: https://familiesusa.org/ 
Families USA states that it “is dedicated to uplifting the voice of patients and the public to impact and improve our health and health system, toward the goal of achieving high-quality, affordable health care and improved health for all. Our work seeks to secure and expand comprehensive health coverage for all, and to make sure once covered, consumers are ensured access to timely care and a respectful and empowering experience, are protected from unfair bills, fraud and abuse, and given quality, affordable, and equitable care.” Policy updates and advocacy-focused commentary are housed in the organization’s Newsroom, where debaters can find articles such as “Congress Must Extend the Enhanced Premium Tax Credits and Lower Health Care Costs Now” and “A Trillion Dollar Cut to Care: The Fight for Medicare and Medicaid.”
Foundation for Government Accountability: https://thefga.org/ 
The Foundation for Government Accountability traces its expansion beyond Florida by noting that “the problems facing Floridians were the same problems facing Americans across the country.   FGA quickly grew into a powerhouse for policy wins in the areas of welfare, unemployment, workforce, election integrity, and health care. Today, FGA employs more than 45 marketing, research, and outreach experts with more than 50 on-the-ground liaisons in 30 states, and partners with more than 450 policy makers across the country.” Current health policy positions and organizational responses are published through the Media section of the site, including pieces such as “Don’t Fall For The Illusion; Now Is The Worst Time To Expand Medicaid” and “FGA Applauds Introduction of the Great Healthcare Plan to Transform the U.S. Health Care System and Lower Costs for American Families.”
Foundation for Research on Equal Opportunity (FREOPP): https://freopp.org/ 
The Foundation for Research on Equal Opportunity articulates its purpose as “to expand economic opportunity to those who least have it, using the tools of individual liberty, free enterprise, technological innovation, and pluralism. FREOPP deploys the nation’s leading public policy scholars to serve this mission. All research conducted by FREOPP considers the impact of public policies and proposed reforms on those with incomes or wealth below the U.S. median.” Health care research is organized within the Issues section of the website and includes analyses such as “What Switzerland Can Teach the United States About Low-Cost, High-Quality Health Care,” “The Fair Care Act of 2020: Market-Based Universal Coverage,” and “Medicare Advantage for All”
Galen Institute: https://galen.org/ 
The Galen Institute identifies its mission as advancing patient-centered health care, explaining that “We work to promote policies that lead to personal control over health care and health insurance, lower costs through market competition, and a strong safety net for vulnerable populations. The Galen Institute believes that: (1) Consumers and their physicians should have authority and responsibility over health care decisions supported by transparent and accessible information about costs and choices, and (2) A vibrant free market that supports innovation will encourage research and will lead to lower costs, expanded choice, and increased access to better medical care, including the newest technologies.” By selecting the Major Papers tab, debaters can access articles such as “An American Renaissance in the Care of Health” and “The Dignity of Private Insurance.”
Goldwater Institute: https://www.goldwaterinstitute.org/ 
The Goldwater Institute describes its work as a commitment “to empowering all Americans to live freer, happier lives, and we accomplish tangible results for liberty by working in state courts, legislatures, and communities nationwide to advance, defend, and strengthen the freedom guaranteed by the constitutions of the United States and the fifty states. Founded in 1988 in Arizona with Senator Barry Goldwater’s blessing, the Institute is a free-market public policy research and litigation organization dedicated to advancing the principles of limited government, economic freedom, and individual liberty, with a focus on education, free speech, healthcare, equal protection, property rights, occupational licensing, and constitutional limits. The U.S. Constitution provides a basic minimum of protection for individual rights, while leaving states free to enact laws that protect those rights more broadly. That’s why we direct our efforts at the states, the “laboratories of democracy,” to introduce innovative ideas that expand freedom.” Health policy materials published by the Institute include policy briefs such as “Expanding Access to Association Health Plans” and “Vulnerable Americans Suffer from Backward Healthcare Policies – States Can Fix It.”
Healthcare Leadership Council (HLC): https://www.hlc.org/ 
The Healthcare Leadership Council identifies itself as “the only Washington organization representing the full spectrum of the U.S. healthcare industry. We unite CEOs and senior executives from every sector to champion consensus policy solutions that strengthen America’s healthcare system and improve care for all patients. As the nation’s premier forum for healthcare industry leaders, HLC drives transformative policy solutions across all sectors. We unite executives to tackle industry-wide challenges, unleash private sector innovation, and advocate for policies that strengthen America’s healthcare system.” The organization’s website features industry-facing analyses and policy statements, including recent pieces such as “Achieving the Promise of Value-Based Care for All” and “Setting the Record Straight: The Facts Behind MedPAC’s Misleading Cost Analysis of Medicare Advantage.”
Heartland Institute: https://heartland.org/ 
According to its website, “the Heartland Institute is one of the world’s leading free-market think tanks. It is a national nonprofit research and education organization based in Schaumburg, Illinois. Its mission since its founding in 1984 is to discover, develop, and promote free-market solutions to social and economic problems. We are an ‘action tank’ as well as a ‘think tank,’ and we measure our success by the impact we have in the real world. The Heartland Institute plays an essential role in the national (and increasingly in the international) movement for personal liberty and limited government.” Health care commentary and policy analysis available on the site includes articles such as “Medicare Advantage Plans Profit When They Keep Enrollees Healthy” and “AI’s Potential and Challenges in Health Care.”
Heritage Foundation: https://www.heritage.org/ 
The Heritage Foundation explains its mission as “ to formulate and promote conservative public policies based on the principles of free enterprise, limited government, individual freedom, traditional American values, and a strong national defense.” By using the search option on the website, debaters can access healthcare-related articles such as “For All Its Flaws, American Healthcare Gets a Lot Right” And “Government-Run Health Care Is Government-Rationed Health Care.”
Independent Institute: https://www.independent.org/ 
The Independent Institute is a public policy research organization that emphasizes free-market solutions, limited government, and individual liberty across a range of policy areas, including health care, education, regulation, and constitutional issues. Its health policy materials frequently focus on cost containment, market competition, regulatory reform, and critiques of government-managed health systems. Health care–related analysis and commentary are accessible through the Institute’s policy sections and search features, with representative articles such as “Medicare Advantage: A Model Whose Time Has Come” and “Can We Have Health Care without Health Insurance Companies?”
Kaiser Family Foundation (KFF): https://www.kff.org/ 
The Kaiser Family Foundation describes itself as an information organization that brings “together substantial capabilities in policy research, polling, and journalism in one organization to meet the need for a trusted, independent source of information on national health issues – one with the scope and reach to be a counterweight to health care’s vested interests and a voice for people.” Recent articles include “Health Care Costs and Affordability” and “Trump Has No Health Plan, He Has the Art of the Health Care Deal.”
Manhattan Institute: https://manhattan.institute/ 
The Manhattan Institute states that its mission is to “develop policy solutions that empower patients and consumers by encouraging competition, transparency, accountability, and innovation.” Health care policy content is organized under the Health category within the Policy Areas section, where debaters can find recent analyses such as “Universal Mental Health Screenings in Schools Do More Harm Than Good,” “Is AI the Rx for U.S. Health Care?,” and “Does Medicaid Save Lives.”
Mercatus Center: https://www.mercatus.org/ 
The Mercatus Center at George Mason University describes itself as “the premier research center advancing classical liberal ideas and cultivating the talent to apply them. We support entrepreneurial scholars and practitioners who turn market-oriented thinking into practical solutions that shape institutions and improve lives.” Its health care research emphasizes empirical evaluation of policy outcomes and economic effects, with recent publications including “The Unintended Consequences of the Affordable Care Act” and “Did Medicaid Expansion Improve Health? Nine Years of Follow-Up Data Show Limited Impact.”
National Taxpayers Union: https://www.ntu.org/ 
The National Taxpayers Union characterizes itself “the Voice of America’s Taxpayers. We work for a simple and fair tax system that enables prosperity for all and respects taxpayers’ civil rights, lean and efficient government services and regulations, sustainable fiscal policies to avoid national bankruptcy, and permanent limits on taxes, spending and debt.” Health care–related fiscal commentary appears regularly in the organization’s Publications section, including articles such as “’Great Healthcare Plan’ Would Be Even Greater Without Price Controls” and “Caving on Democrat Healthcare Demands Would Be a Costly Giveaway.”
Paragon Health Institute: https://paragoninstitute.org/ 
Paragon Health Institute explains that it “examines how government health programs are working and develops health policy solutions to make life better for Americans. Paragon’s team is uniquely positioned to draw on their experiences in medicine, law, economics, and government to evaluate the effectiveness of and problems with existing programs, formulate effective policies, and challenge the entrenched forces that perpetuate an inefficient status quo. Paragon’s orientation is to empower patients, unleash providers and entrepreneurs to develop methods and products to improve American well-being, and reform government programs to align incentives to focus on maximizing value from our health care expenditures.” Its website features policy analysis and program critiques, with recent articles including “How Insurance Companies Made Big Profits Off ‘ObamaCare’” and “Resisting the Wave of Medicaid Expansion: Why Florida Is Right.”
Progressive Policy Institute: https://www.progressivepolicy.org/ 
The Progressive Policy Institute describes itself as “pro-worker, pro-business, and pro-innovation; for fiscally responsible public investment and fairer tax burdens; for dramatically expanding apprenticeships, work-study opportunities, and career pathways for non-college Americans; for lower health care and housing costs; for center-ground solutions to immigration and crime; for a realistic clean energy transition; for modernizing America’s outdated public education system; and for resolute U.S global leadership in defense of liberal democracy. PPI also believes center-left parties must not become complacent about public sector dysfunction. Because they believe in active government, they have a special responsibility to make government better, not just bigger.” Health policy commentary from this perspective includes articles such as “Republicans Are Still Clueless on Health Care” and “The High Cost of Republican Medicaid ‘Savings.’”
Public Citizen: https://www.citizen.org/ 
Public Citizen defines its mission as championing “the public interest in the halls of power. We defend democracy, resist corporate power, and fight to ensure that government works for the people – not big corporations. Founded in 1971, we now have 1 million members and supporters throughout the country. With rare exceptions, we don’t participate in partisan political activities or endorse any candidates for elected office. We take no government or corporate money, which allows us to remain fiercely independent and call out bad actors – no matter who they are or how much money and power they have. We use every tool at our disposal to take on big fights – and win. We mobilize activists to grow democratic movements, watchdog Congress, sue the government when it fails to do its job, petition regulatory agencies to safeguard the public, and engage in cutting-edge research that effects change.” Health care advocacy materials available on the site include pieces such as “Trump’s Health Plan Is Doomed to Fail – We Need Medicare For All” and “There Are No Benefits to Trump’s ‘Great Healthcare Plan.”
Purchaser Business Group on Health: https://www.pbgh.org/ 
The Purchaser Business Group on Health represents “nearly 40 private employers and public entities across the U.S. that collectively spend $350 billion annually purchasing health care services for more than 21 million Americans and their families. PBGH has a 30-year track record of incubating and scaling new, disruptive operational programs that lower health care costs and increase quality across the U.S.” Employer-focused research and policy commentary are published through the organization’s Newsroom, with recent examples including “Advanced Primary Care Key to Reducing Health Inequities” and “High Health Costs Hurting Employers’ Ability to Hire and Keep Workers.”
RAND Corporation: https://www.rand.org/ 
The RAND Corporation describes its purpose as to “improve policy and decisionmaking through research and analysis. Our rigorous research is free from political or commercial pressures so that policy leaders can use the best possible data to make the best possible decisions. Why is this work so vital? Because when RAND can help improve policymaking, we can help make the world a better place for us all.” Its extensive health policy portfolio includes accessible overviews and technical studies, with recent articles such as “How to Fix American Health Care” and “Redesigning Health Care Plans to Lower Costs.”
Texas Public Policy Foundation: https://www.texaspolicy.com/ 
The Texas Public Policy Foundation states that its mission is to “promote and defend liberty, personal responsibility, and free enterprise in Texas and the nation by educating and affecting policymakers and the Texas public policy debate with academically sound research and out-reach. Funded by thousands of individuals, foundations, and corporations, the Foundation does not accept government funds or contributions to influence the outcomes of its research. The public is demanding a different direction for their government, and the Texas Public Policy Foundation is providing the ideas that enable policymakers to chart that new course.” Health care policy commentary from this perspective includes articles such as “A Bold Step Toward Lower Costs: TPPF Applauds President Trump’s Great Healthcare Plan” and “Expanding government healthcare won’t help rural America.”
Third Way: https://www.thirdway.org/ 
Third Way explains that it advocates “moderate policy and political ideas. Our work on the center left acts as a critical bulwark against political extremism. Our approach brings together rigorous policy research, deep knowledge of the people and places that decide majorities, and sophisticated public opinion and messaging data to create strategic advocacy campaigns designed to persuade elected officials and influencers on the defining issues of our time. We advocate for the vital center across seven programmatic areas: climate and energy, economy, education, foreign policy, health care, politics, and social policy.” Its health care research and messaging materials include recent publications such as “The Keep Healthcare Affordable Act” and “Talking Points: Trump is Bankrupting America’s Health Care.”
Urban Institute: https://www.urban.org/ 
The Urban Institute frames its mission around a central principle: “To improve lives and strengthen communities, we need practices and policies that work. For more than 50 years, that has been our charge. By equipping changemakers with evidence and solutions, together we can create a future where every person and community has the opportunity and power to thrive.” Its health policy research emphasizes equity, access, and system performance, with articles such as “Building on the Affordable Care Act to Achieve Universal Coverage” and “Guide to Equity in the Indian Health Service.”
Suggestions for Online Lincoln Douglas Research
Dictionary of Western Philosophy: 
Philosophy professor, Garth Kemerling, maintains this site, offering the following description: “This is a concise guide to technical terms and personal names often encountered in the study of philosophy. What you will find here naturally reflects my own philosophical interests and convictions, but everything is meant to be clear, accurate, and fair, a reliable source of information on Western philosophy for a broad audience”: http://www.philosophypages.com/dy/index.htm 
Glossary of Philosophy: 
This lengthy set of philosophical terms primarily comes from Student Resources for Introduction to Philosophy, written by John Perry, Michael Bratman, and John Martin Fischer. It now appears in the following Wikipedia page: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Glossary_of_philosophy  
Guide to Philosophy on the Internet: 
Operated by Peter Suber of the philosophy department at Earlham College. http://legacy.earlham.edu/~peters/philinks.htm 
Immanuel Kant: An Introduction to the Work of Kant: 
This is an excellent site – part of the “Great Thinker” series – providing an overview of the moral philosophy of Kant: https://thegreatthinkers.org/kant/introduction/ 
Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy: 
This is a one-stop-shop for finding the meaning of key terms in philosophy as well as a brief overview of the biography and teachings of major and minor philosophers. http://www.iep.utm.edu/ 
Introduction to Philosophy: 
This is an Online philosophy textbook (in seventeen chapters) written by Dallas M. Roark, professor at Emporia State University : http://www.qcc.cuny.edu/Social Sciences/ppecorino/roark-textbook/default.htm 
Project Gutenberg: 
The description offered by this site: “Project Gutenberg offers over 54,000 free eBooks: Choose among free epub books, free kindle books, download them or read them online. You will find the world's great literature here, especially older works for which copyright has expired” http://www.gutenberg.org/ 
Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy: 
This site describes itself as follows: “The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy organizes scholars from around the world in philosophy and related disciplines to create and maintain an up-to-date reference work.” The site allows a simple search box as well as a clickable Table of Contents: https://plato.stanford.edu/ 
The Basics of Philosophy: 
This site offers the following selectable tabs dealing with all aspects of philosophy: General, By Branch/Doctrine, By Historical Period, By Movement/School, By Individual Philosopher: http://www.philosophybasics.com/ 
